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- The theoretical basis for the*development of the Paired.Hands Test 0.

' for children centers on the others—Conceﬁt as explained and. elaborated

upon in the previpusly given addresses. This theory, though still in the s ER I
G . * C

>

very formative stages, adheres to the belief that a measureable aspect of .

~ =

humanobehavior can be referred to in a clear, concise manner; this is what .~ - .
1 . . " ~
is meant when.we say that~children posses%!an others—concept which we *
measure' in a quantifiable, objective way. ' But inherent in- thé belief is
o, . - . - - " | = X .

\ §

the promise of a more‘ba?ic statement: that a person,‘at any point in his " ' <

{ or ‘her life, possasses an others—concept capahle of quantifiable,

iohjectiue‘measdrement, ..u | ' | '\‘ . .o . oo
o ':This additional statement implies some aspect of co tinuity o )
between‘the’others-doncept of children,,and.the others—conS:ptéjof BRI -

- - . s - .

developmentally maturing, growing human beéings. What we are doing'is : ——

suggesting the theoretical existence of an others—concept in every -

N \ i
1nd1vrdual,,from his very early social experiences.to his last ones - " .
R . .

"approximating as womb—to—tomb existence.-
1 . ] .

i Thus, briefly, what I sought to do in mgjmeseafch was to eﬁtablish
Wi/

- -

7 v -
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“the=efficacy of the Paired Hands Test in delinszting arn adult’ s others-

N concept,nand, in,so doing, secure th; theoreticidl basis of the universal -
,. 3. ,\ 2 . * ¥
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r existence of the others—cor}cept, or less .grandly, the. existence of the
v L

othens-—concept oAne adults as well as in children. I njlght also add that - L

there would be" considera‘ble benefit from finding an obJective personality

B e s R e A G e e i i et s
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_ assessment instrument use-ful for determining socia’l i:ehavioral tendencies. s

- for adults, and that the Paired’ Hands Test-Adult might be a potentially !

- -
. - .

highly useful teéhnique in its own right. L ..'. R
[N -

Studies by Pearson (1969) ana Beatty (1972) suggest:ed: that the Paired

.

-

4 Hands re_st for children might be' inappropriate for qn adult population. v

Concurring with/ this, I first set abbut to create an adult form of the

-
-

. e ’ N / ¢
test. ‘ S T - T ST o

- R S

Wha:t>was‘ prilllar,ily nec,es~sary was to de{rise statements to correspo'nd
to the tWent'y slides .whi'ch were -mbrve appropriate fm‘:i adults than .the
statements which Drs. Barnett and Zucker" used in ;the, ehiidren's form..” - E !

1o _'gi\fe an example of. yhat this involveg, let' n%show a‘ co;inpar.ison of-i o ”* -
the sv\ta-tenient_s for ,,on.e xsli;le which were associated with the Pai'red‘Hands . B

"Test foy children and the dtatements for ‘the same slide on the Paired - ‘\ o -
Hands Test-Adult: . - P e o ' ,
T . E : S - ';, T N ’ | \ S . ' o~
- ) o o | Show\rranspareney #1 - f"'. - . ‘
v " ~ . C g . ¥ i . - .
A W’Nmmwmnﬁﬁ” I
The test was administered to 72’ undergraduate and graduate stu;lents at - oo

Indiana State UnJ.VEI‘Slty (their méfan age being 23.8 'years), and their -~

" - ©e

- responses were scored ".0f these, twelve sub_-jects whpse scores were-one Y )
LN . . . *

standard- deviation or more above or below the _mean: for the total were . 2

, &
L] M .

\ S
selected; thus N in this ,study, it r'esulted in six ’loW-Scorers and six T
) LR A ‘ . R < ‘ N ’ W

high—s’corers. Tha subjects were divideq into ‘threg groups of four-each;.

~
[}



' ) . 3 . - . J . . ‘
their inclusion in a group’ was random with respect to their Paired Hands

Test scores, ihis was_done in ﬁhe belief that random, assignment to;groups~ .
.em*.w?—-nmn-wouldlnmmewaccuratclywreflect naturalnsocial«groupings.«»I~ll showugou the-«-*%~~w—we
- . B

composition of the groups as_ ‘a result of this randomization. N B

) . . . _ . . , R
. . . - x/ r . , < . o . 7
. . . . . . A

e __— Show Transparancy ﬁg". ..

-
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A’task was then desi/;ed to permit the subjects to'work together for :
a period of ten minutes;- through tape—recordings and visual inspection ‘ .

v through a one-way mirror, their behaviors could be recorded. This task

PR .
’ -
~ .~ sz

- was also a change from ‘the tasks used By Drs. Barnett and Zucker in their

- .

initial regéarch. , In a short, preliminary trial, adult'subjeots were

] - » observed tq work on a jig—saw puzzle similar to that on which children had '
) " worked in earlier research in a very efficzent manner, eliciting few verbal
T
. /
SN responses. Thus,'an aspect of the task requiring rather complex group

-

-

. d
37 1nteraction was added for the three, groups in this study. The adults were e

-~ '
'ﬂ"

Qstill free to offer their individual cooperation spontaneously and at their~

. . - -, S

. own choosing, but in order for the task to succeed in the shortgtime alotted -
it

‘ teh minutes - some type of group interaction was necessary. 5K\\“ . ..;

The responses from the adults were analyzed in a 'way. sim%lar to\that” . o~

A

. described by Dr. Barnett in his report. The verbal statements of the subjects
K - e S \
ware scored for taskrrelatedness and the general p081tive or,negat1ve~effe¢tgq
- . . o . . i s . N . v' ‘ R
T ' they made upon others. =~ ' ‘o e ' ~; ’

The formal _hypotheses’ I had established prior to the experimenE were: .

4

I) that adults whose scores on the Paired Hands Test were one standard
- g e & . .
S . deViation or more.&bove the mean for the group from which they ‘came (or .
! , | - ‘ .
_highescbrers) would have‘significaﬂtlyvmore positive—coded»responses than‘
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. ) those who ‘had obtained scores one standard deviation or more below the

mean (or 1ow-scox_tslllangr2)_that_high.scoretsmwould»haue_si?nificantkym
\

e TORe: task—related~responses’than 1owrscorer5“““The significance was«to .‘W””;“f’f"””””

[4 Te R N

" be determined at the .05 1evela ‘

. A '— 4' ' . ‘ N 'ln
o S o

;g The resuits provided support for the Faired Hands Test as a potentially

. useful technique fo% identifying those adults who can work cooperatively

\' .
and effectively together in. small groups and those who cannot. ~The primaryj

Py .

’ hypothesis was substantiated high—scdring adults did give significantly -~
more positive-coded responses than low-scoring adults in this study.. The
secondary hypothesis was not upheld - the high~ and 1ow~°coring adults . -._‘ _' -

-showed no significant difference in the task—relatedness of their responses,

' /

their responses were in general all very task—related

< 4

. , -~ -
-

'. Before I continue, I must comment on the nature of this research.
L - c
t is certainl 1imited by the small sample size later I will make o o

y .

» pog

" reference to an'on—going studx invalving over one thousand adult subJects

which we hope 'will overcome this difficulty. Also, particularly limlted are
v ' n
the interpretive statements~which can be drawn from this specific population

of adults,~'one that_I recégnize’is a college student sample and not ~ ° .

© * ° t L)

‘ representative of adultsfin general Yet /it is just this fact which 1eads N
me to believe that ‘the failure of the data to substantlate the secondary

~ -5 . . . ’ -~
hypothesis does not invalidate the Paired Hands Jest as an effective ("" e

' . @ . h

predictor of group behavxor - small group behavior. For, these adults ’ j

- I

wére highly motivated to comply w1th instructlons, to work, as good students, g

through a task of re at1ve1y short durati?n wmthout engag1ng in non,-'task-L

: re1ated activities%, Adults im a population at 1arge highly 1ike1y would

> » ,'\r AP .

s )-‘ R PN Ty . a .
» . So . . . .
s .




“%bé:prone'to_more.diverSe responses, ranging from.very, taskrrelated‘bnes
: } Y ’ ~ 7

to pfrhaps anit—social aggressive and sPecifically non—taskrrelated ones« .

s emt mre e men e e e emm - et ot £ A (.f T LT e Rk S ("17-:75="-"*T S .

\ ‘as in children. This offers a strong basis fdr future resgach in the test, e *Yl

] suggests the fdnowing-' . : r ‘ \&: - !

W\ ,‘ R : . F%\ o -

LI

N, Cos
demographic ¢1assifications might vary according to" sex, ra e\ r ethnic o

A - -

background socioeconomicvstatus1 age, intelligence, or other gttors), but

% ﬁ ~.
which\ n the- Whole is characteristic ‘and specific.. As was mentioﬁﬁd
ParllEﬁ§ a'redent study which.is yielding yet—to—be analyzed,data& . ;

' . B )
employe \one thousand and fifty—eight college freshman as subJeotsﬁ\they - ;

were administered”the ;Lired Hands Test—Aduluﬂjan improved newer vension) ii

. \( "
From this}@tudy we have already 1earned ﬁhat the others—concept scoﬁ&&

v T
- are signiflcantly different in an upward direction from the scorep for
Y ‘\
the fourth \fifth and sixth grade children reported previously. While

\
the mean scoxe for the children s group was 84 06 (for boys and girls

, o ' BN

‘combined), t e~mean score for the combined group of male. and female
adults was 91{87; Both means'were derived from»samples of'over one
’ \

thousand ubJects; the sQability of the scoées as represented in almost g:& o B

’gual s andard deviations (11 15 for the children and 10 56 for the adults ’ é

<

obviously sugges*s very significant differences between the two means.

.-

. The ‘very real pat%ern that may be emergin&\from these studies is that a

‘i'ﬁ person s others—cohcept graddally increﬁﬁes ﬁrom childhood into adulthood(“
4 . ¥ . ‘;‘ ¢
p‘f- This may seemvan ohvious condition since inherent in thegéypical maturatiof‘

. . . : ; . B . . : S T
pattern we see an ﬂncreasing_social interactiveness, and that human beings ,\' .
[
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generally do adJust po a world in‘hhich "getting along with others" ib a-,

. 2
behavior pattern 1earned byza majorityfof society s members. “,, ' s °
“l,"r 2) Ao your will hear__i»n the next presentation by Dr.. Dean Me e M
. ‘there appears,the prospect of changing the others—concept of children

., . o v A %
‘through the appropriate arrangement of experien&es, experiences designed

to change the behaviors of children who' obtained low others—concept scores

and whose'behavior is seen-asfin'need of _improvement. The present research
) Y

sugﬁéats thatgthe others:concept ‘of children may be capable of being

@
- - o

measured in a consistent and continuous mahner through childhood" and

- - .

. into adulthood ang, therefore, that’ the'effectiveness of intervention

programs designed to'change a person’sAperceptions about.and behaviorsq 4" ¢
with'others can be determined._ Surely it Will berimportant to considérv o ”_'

[N

. the many variables which also help shape behavior - environmental motiﬁa—

! -

tional and other pérsonality variables - before predictive statements éan

UL "be made abbut a person s behavior, but the others—concept at least.is e

,‘-1% .- PR

B demonstrated in a distinguishable, longitudinal janner., - _ o "f

“b'
RN ) With a tool which can be‘applied to children-and adults in an - . : .
‘/\“ . ° . e ., L v . P . ‘
QrAf efficient, objectively—scoreable-fashion, he prospects for 1nternational ' K
,A' . : B N . , | 4 :l’.
i« - and cross-cultural resear;h involving the bthers—concept are heighteneﬁ L
L \ f \ -3 N - ..

o r{,gf The strongest statement I can make in concluding my remarks,bathin
-\ 4
T ﬂ supporting the 1mportance of furthering the research into the others—

R ; x“'ﬂ concept. is that 1 hope to ‘carry out Just such a crqss—cultural study ~’//,

“‘-fin ‘the coming year, and through this, to substantiate the effectiveness

s - o~ .. ' . .
Y .« . : .

Qf this unique contribution to personality assessment. = ;.
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Table I -

% Score, Classiffeation, and - .,
* Groups\for.Subjects

)

-

7 Score”
.4 weore

g 'MLHJ‘;'“‘C'»T g rr e e S-ubj.é..dﬁ e
. . I /

01assﬂ,daatlon N

v

~1.59
+1.35
+1.35 :
+2.34

- =1.13

-lo O‘Q
+1.33
#1.70 ©

=-1.74
-1.13
~-](-ro 0 O
"+1.33

s ngl
. -H:Lgh*

~

- ngh

_ " Low:
¢ -7 Low
- High

.~ Lowe

s . Low
- Low
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